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1853     party divisions, it will frequently happen that he greatly
~      prefers one of the candidates, and is  comparatively in-

e a ' 4 * different to all the others, so that he would, if he could, give
all his votes to that one. This wish is most likely to be
felt by the best voters, and in favour of the best candidates,
and it seems to me right that strength of preference should
have some influence as well as the mere number of persons
preferring. To allow the cumulative vote would be one of
the best ways which occur to me of enabling quality of
support to count as well as quantity. The candidates most
likely to benefit by it would be those who were too good
for the mass of the constituency; those, for example,
whose election was endangered by some honest but un-
popular vote or opinion, and who for that very reason
would probably be supported with redoubled zeal by the
better minority, and their election made the first object.

I do not see the force of your objection respecting
bribery. No doubt if a candidate depended solely on
bribed votes, he would find it easier to succeed if every
bribed voter could give two or three votes for him instead
of one. But to carry an election by bribing everybody is
only possible with smaller constituencies than ought to
exist. In large or even moderate constituencies, the bribed
are only the two or three hundred who in a nearly balanced
state of parties turn the scale. Now in this case the
minority can get no corrupt advantage from the cumulative
vote unless they limit their aim to a part of the representa-
tion ; and if they do this, the cumulative vote may probably
enable them to attain their object without bribing. Thus,
if there are two members to be returned, and the minority
will be content with returning one, a minority exceeding a
third would have no inducement to bribe, but only a
minority of less than a third. At present the reverse is the
case: a minority of less than a third has no chance of
succeeding by bribery, while a minority of more than a
third has. The cumulative vote therefore displaces, but
does not seem to me to increase, the inducement to bribe.

The point is well worth consideration in framing a new
Reform Bill, which, to be any real improvement, ought notuire more space than that of
